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get into place systems that would prevent ter-
rorists from stowing bombs in baggage being
loaded onto airplanes. That seems to make
good sense.

We have equipment that has already been
certified to be able to detect explosives that
could destroy an airplane in flight. Just last
week, Transportation Secretary Norm Mineta
came before the Select Committee, and gave
testimony that yes indeed, the TSA would
meet the December 31, 2002 deadline to get
that equipment installed. Again, everything
seemed to be on track.

But now, all of a sudden, because the job
is hard and it may be challenging to get the
job done exactly on time, we are going to dou-
ble the amount of time given to get the job
done. We are going from one year to two
years. At a time when we have been warned
that terrorists may still be walking our land,
and on a day that we are trying to make his-
tory by securing our nation, we are going to
say, “Don’'t worry about the deadline. Let's
leave the window open to terrorists for another
year.” As a former lawyer in the Pan Am 103
air crash case, where | represented the family
of a deceased flight attendant, | cannot take
the chance that a suitcase bomb could ex-
plode on a passenger-full airplane. To change
the deadline is a profoundly bad idea.

The argument for leaving the window open
is that if we wait, we can maybe use better
technology, or install the equipment more effi-
ciently. The problem with that argument is that
we are vulnerable now. The American people
deserve protection now. It is like if you had
cancer. There are always better drugs coming
out each year. So if you get cancer, do you
wait a year until the next generation of drugs
comes out, or do you work with what you've
got? Of course you work with what you've got.
And that is the position we are in today. Ter-
rorism is like a cancer that has the potential to
destroy us. We have to take the medicine
now.

But we don't even need to look beyond the
aviation industry for such analogies. We have
paid the price of “waiting for the next best
thing” before. In the 1980s we had an oppor-
tunity to have collision avoidance equipment,
called TCAS II, installed in all of our airplanes.
TCAS 1l worked pretty well, but it only gave
vertical directions for evasive actions to the
plane. So, the FAA waited. While they waited
for TCAS Ill, three tragic midair collisions oc-
curred—three deadly crashes that could have
been avoided if the FAA had moved when it
had the chance. After the third crash, legisla-
tion was finally passed that required the instal-
lation of TCAS Il even though it was not per-
fect and would eventually be replaced.

Let us not waste hundreds of lives again.

Keeping the TSA and our nation’s airports
on track to get a baggage screening system
into place by the end of this year is not a rash
action. If extenuating circumstances present at
a few airports, the Aviation and Transportation
Security Act already authorizes alternatives to
keep those airports up to code. They can em-
ploy positive bag match, manual search,
search by dogs, or any other technology ap-
proved by the TSA. Even if they do not, there
are no established penalties or punishments
for non-compliance. There is no reason to risk
taking an extra year to complete this critical
task.

Since September 11th we have been
marching forward on the path toward home-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

land security. Let us not take a step backward
today.

| encourage my colleagues to support the
Oberstar/Menendez Amendment, and keep
our nation in the spirit of progress, and our air-
ports moving in the right direction.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. The
question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
OBERSTAR).

The question was taken; and the
Chairman pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 6 of rule XVIII, further
proceedings on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
OBERSTAR) will be postponed.

The Committee will rise informally.

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. SIMP-
SON) assumed the chair.

————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment concurrent resolutions of
the House of the following titles:

H. Con. Res. 448. Concurrent resolution
providing for a special meeting of the Con-
gress in New York, New York, on Friday,
September 6, 2002, in remembrance of the
victims and heroes of September 11, 2001, in
recognition of the courage and spirit of the
City of New York, and for other purposes.

H. Con. Res. 449. Concurrent resolution
providing for representation by Congress at a
special meeting in New York, New York, on
Friday, September 6, 2002.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed a bill and a concur-
rent resolution of the following titles
in which the concurrence of the House
is requested:

S. 2771. An act to amend the John F. Ken-
nedy Center Act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to carry out a project for
construction of a plaza adjacent to the John
F. Kennedy Center for the Performing Arts,
and for other purposes.

S. Con. Res. 132. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for a conditional adjournment or re-
cess of the Senate and a conditional adjourn-
ment of the House of Representatives.

The message also announced that the
Senate insist upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 4546) ‘““An Act to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2003
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
personnel strengths for such fiscal year
for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes,” requests a conference with
the House on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses thereon, and appoints
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. BYRD, Mr.
LIEBERMAN, Mr. CLELAND, Ms.
LANDRIEU, Mr. REED, Mr. AKAKA, Mr.
NELSON of Florida, Mr. NELSON of Ne-
braska, Mrs. CARNAHAN, Mr. DAYTON,
Mr. BINGAMAN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. THUR-
MOND, Mr. McCAIN, Mr. SMITH of New
Hampshire, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. SANTORUM,
Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. ALLARD, Mr. HUTCH-
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INSON, Mr. SESSIONS, Ms. COLLINS, and
Mr. BUNNING, to be the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 103-227, the
Chair, on behalf of the President pro
tempore, appoints the following indi-
vidual to the National Skill Standards
Board for a term of four years:

Upon the recommendation of the Re-
publican Leader:

Betty W. DeVinney of Tennessee,
Representative of Business.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 107-171, the
Chair, on behalf of the Republican
Leader, announces the appointment of
Mr. Robert H. Forney, of Indiana, to
serve as a member of the Board of
Trustees of the Congressional Hunger
Fellows Program.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Committee will resume its sitting.

———

HOMELAND SECURITY ACT OF 2002

The Committee resumed its sitting.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore. It is
now in order to consider amendment
No. 24 printed in House Report 107-615.
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AMENDMENT NO. 24 OFFERED BY MS.
SCHAKOWSKY

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Chairman, I
offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment
SCHAKOWSKY

Strike subtitle C of title VII.

Strike section 762 and insert the following:
SEC. 762. REMEDIES FOR RETALIATION AGAINST

WHISTLEBLOWERS.

Section 7211 of title 5, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(a)’”’ before ‘“The right’’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘““(b) Any employee aggrieved by a viola-
tion of subsection (a) may bring a civil ac-
tion in the appropriate United States dis-
trict court, within 3 years after the date on
which such violation occurs, against any
agency, organization, or other person respon-
sible for the violation, for lost wages and
benefits, reinstatement, costs and attorney
fees, compensatory damages, and equitable,
injunctive, or any other relief that the court
considers appropriate. Any such action shall,
upon request of the party bringing the ac-
tion, be tried by the court with a jury.

‘“(c) The same legal burdens of proof in pro-
ceedings under subsection (b) shall apply as
under sections 1214(b)(4)(B) and 1221(e) in the
case of an alleged prohibited personnel prac-
tice described in section 2302(b)(8).

‘‘(d) For purposes of this section, the term
‘employee’ means an employee (as defined by
section 2105) and any individual performing
services under a personal services contract
with the Government (including as an em-
ployee of an organization).”.

The CHAIRMAN pro tempore (Mr.
SWEENEY). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 502, the gentlewoman from Illinois
(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) and a Member op-
posed each will control 15 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Illinois.

The

No. 24 offered by Ms.
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